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Identification of prior art discussed: Culpepper '415. Johnstone '008 and Sweet Catalog 1995 . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 


Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
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Claim 1 is discussed. Applicant explained the different between the claimed invention and Culpepper 's siding such 
as the "slight curvature". Since the structure limitation between the claimed invention and the prior art are 
substantially close except the dimensions. It has no convicting to show the claims overcome the references 
Applicant may file affidavit to suffienctly overcome references. A final decision will be made on the formal submission. 


